Apart from the general question, whether the evidence brought home to the prisoner the commission of a criminal act, the counsel for the defence raised several medico-legal questions, on which we premise a few observations. ^ was argued that there was no corroborative evidence in the post-mortem appeal ances to support the statement made by the woman, that she had been wounded in the womb by an instrument the previous day. From a calm review of the medical evidence, it will be seen that, however they might at first have hes?*
subject of criminal prosecution, and the medico-legal questions raised in the course of the trial, render it of sufficient professional interest to require a somewhat full report.
Apart from the general question, whether the evidence brought home to the prisoner the commission of a criminal act, the counsel for the defence raised several medico-legal questions, on which we premise a few observations. ^ was argued that there was no corroborative evidence in the post-mortem appeal ances to support the statement made by the woman, that she had been wounded in the womb by an instrument the previous day. From a calm review of the medical evidence, it will be seen that, however they might at first have hes?* tated, the Crown medical witnesses all agree in saying that there were Cross-examined by the Dean.?Eccliymosis is a vital action, and generally a sign that the injuries were inflicted during life. I considered it infallible in this case. It is possible that eccliymosis might be produced in a body shortly after death. It was an infallible sign in this case, because it was the only way in which it could have been produced. There was no other opportunity of producing it except during life. I do not know how there could have been an opportunity of producing it after death. At first we were in some doubt as to these wounds, at least Dr Myrtle was. Dr Hamilton said they were wounds ; Dr Myrtle doubted it; I reserved my opinion. We looked carefully for the placenta. That part of our examination was as careful as the rest. We did not find it. I cannot account for that. We expected to have found the attachment?the site of the placenta. The placenta itself was of course discharged. I think that if there had been any perforation of the peritoneum, we should have observed it. I did not observe any such. I think, from the appearance of these wounds, they must have produced abortion in consequence of the inflammation and irritation that ensued. The puncturing of the membranes of the womb is a known operation. In such a case, it is not inflammation that produces miscarriage. I thought the foetus had completed the third month? it was 4| in. in length. I saw no other cause of inflammation, except these wounds in the womb. There was a rupture of the right ovary. That might have been followed by inflammation. I consider that the irritation and inflammation, and the action of the womb in labour, produced such a degree of congestion in the ovary as led to its rupture. That would be sufficient to account for death. In the statement in the report I see no connection traced between the alleged wounds and the rupture of the ovary. 1 think the inflammation most probably arose from the rupture of the ovary and from the effusion of blood. If I had found that the ovary was in a very friable state, and broke in pieces in the hand the day after death, I could form no opinion but that it was in a highly morbid condition, probably of some standing. If no appearance had been found on the body except these wounds, they might be the cause of death indirectly, but I should be far from concluding death was caused by them, even in the absence of the ruptured ovary. They might have led indirectly to death, by producing abortion and its dangerous consequences, but by no means necessarily. Supposing these wounds had heen made by the wire of a catheter, I do not think they would be likely to produce the inflammation. On the contrary, larger wounds are often made in what are called exploratory investigations on the living subject. They are not absolutely without danger, but the risk is so slight that they are frequently niade. Although monthly courses stop during pregnancy, there is still often an obvious effect on the system as the period comes round. Painful menstruation is often a symptom of disease of the ovary. In the case of a female whose nionthly courses are attended with pain, rupture of the ovary might occur from natural causes when the period came round, if she were in a state of pregnancy, and if she had a diseased ovary. If I had found such a patient seized Avith vomiting and sickness and pain in the upper region of the stomach, and found the other appearances after death such as described in the report, I should have ascribed death to a rupture of the ovary and its consequences. That would account for all the symptoms stated in the report. Such a state of things would very probably, but not necessarily affect the mind of the patient. The effusion and consequent inflammation would be very likely to bring on a miscarriage ; and if I found miscarriage had happened, it would have been a result I expected. In the examination of the uterus immediately after delivery, in the case of a woman who had died during or immediately after delivery, I should think that a careful examination would discover the situation of the placenta. No statement would be complete without that fact being noted. The placenta is the organ by which the child draws its nourishment from the mother's womb. In order to do so, it is provided with large arteries and veins from the mother's womb, and these are cut across when the placenta is delivered. The opening of these blood-vessels is easily seen, and ought to be discovered on dissection. The part has other marks to show where it is besides these. I In mentioning in the indictment the stylet of a catheter instead of the catheter itself, the Crown was probably misled, neglecting the circumstance that such wounds as were seen in this case after evacuation of the uterus would be greatly larger when made while the uterus was distended, and no one can imagine a reason why the stylet should be preferred to the catheter itself. Moreover, it is doubtful whether the ordinary stylet of a silver catheter could be well pushed a considerable way through the cervix, and into the substance of the uterus, and wounds by such an instrument would not be expected to prove rapidly fatal.
The witnesses for the Crown, in omitting to observe the site of placental insertion, opened up an evident line of defence, which was easily taken advantage of by counsel in consequence of the evident indecision as to the nature of the channels?whether wounds or sinuses?which existed during the postmortem examination, in the mind at least of the witness who was ultimately most confident that the channels were wounds. 
